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Response to Amendment 
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4. The amended claims received on 4/07/2006 overcome the 101 rejections and are 
acceptable. 
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5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth In section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-15, 17-22, 24-27, and 29-34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Borowsky et al. (Borowsky hereinafter) (U.S. Patent No. 
6,381,619) in view of Brian M. Kennedy. (Kennedy hereinafter) (U.S. Patent No. 
5.845,258). 

With respect to claim 1, Borowsky teaches a method for performing adaptive 
migration and execution, the method comprising: 

"obtaining a plan" as the migration plan generator develops a plan that leads to 
the lowest contention for the system (Borowsky Col 2, Lines 35-36). The reference 
teaches that the plan is being developed for migration, "generated by a planner 
executable In a computer" as the present invention provides a computer data storage 
system with a migration plan generator which includes a "Simple" migration planner 
which provides for making terminal moves until no further terminal moves are possible 
based on random, preset, or functional ordering (Borowsky Col 2, Lines 15-20). 

"adapting the plan to satisfy migration constraints" as the migration plan 
generator 100, the initial configuration data 110, the goal configuration data 112, and 
the set of constraints 1 14 are provided to a migration planner 116. The migration 
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planner 116 either fails to develop a migration plan and exits to "fail" block 1 18 or 
produces a viable migration plan 120 (Borowsky Col 5, Lines 6-11). The plan being 
produced by the migration plan generator is only developed/adopted when the set of 
constraints provided to the planner are satisfied. 

"executing at least one move of a data chunk in the plan" as the data stores 
are moved, or migrated, among the storage devices under the direction of a control 28 
(Borowsky Col 3, Lines 49-51). 

Borowsky teaches the elements of claim 1 as noted above but does not 
explicitly teach the steps of "feeding back information relating to the to the planner; 
and modifying the plan by the planner in response to the information." 

However, Kennedy discloses "feeding back information relating to the to the 
planner and modifying the plan by the planner in response to the information" as 
(figure 1 and figure 2). In these figures problems are being identified with the initial plan 
and the plan is being modified. If these are more problems with the adjusted plan it is 
being fed back to resolve additional problems. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the teaching of the cited references because 
Kennedy's teaching would have allowed Borowsky to provide a strategy driven 
planning system that substantially reduce, or eliminate problems and to automate 
resolution of infeasibilities and progress towards an optimal plan. 
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With respect to claim 2, Borowsky further teaches "the method of claim 1, 
wherein the steps in the method are repeated until no moves are pending" as the 

present invention provides a computer data storage system with a migration plan 
generator which includes a "Simple" migration planner which provides for making 
terminal moves until no further tenninal moves are possible based on random, preset, 
or functional ordering (Borowsky Col 2, Lines 15-20). 

With respect to claim 3, Borowsky further teaches "the method of claim 2, 
further comprising: waiting for all in-progress executions of moves to complete 
after no moves are pending" as after a program has processed the possible moves, 
the then current configuration is compared with the goal configuration in the "goal 
configuration met?" decision block 172. If the goal configuration has not been met, the 
program proceeds back to the "select plan" block 152 and, if it has it, exits as the 
migration plan 120 (Borowsky Col 5, Lines 59-64). The reference teaches that the 
program processes/executes all the possible moves and it has to wait for all the 
executions in order to check if the configurations have been met. 

With respect to claim 4, Borowsky further teaches "the method of claim 1, 
further comprising: waiting for a move to complete if the adaptation of the plan 
indicates no moves meet the migration constraints" as establishing that no other 
moves are possible after the store E move (Borowsky Col 6, Lines 47-48). The set of 
constraints 1 14 prevents certain moves (Borowsky Col 4, Line 54). This means that 
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after the completion of tlie store E move, no other moves are possible and constraints 
play a part in preventing certain moves. 

With respect to claim 5, Borowsky further teaches "the method of claim 1, 
further comprising: 

"estimating load value information" as the load placed by the move on the 
system should be minimized (in terms of data stores moved, time taken (parallel or 
sequential), bandwidth used, or similar metric) (Borowsky Col 6, Lines 24-27). 
"using the load value information" as the load placed by the move on the system 
should be minimized (in terms of data stores moved, time taken (parallel or sequential), 
bandwidth used, or similar metric) (Borowsky Col 6, Lines 24-27). "assist in 
modifying the plan" as an alternative migration plan would have been to move the 
store B from device 1 to the device 3 and move the store D from the device 2 to the 
device 1 (Borowsky Col 6, Lines 58-61). Figure 6 also have all the other 
different/modified/new plans that can be selected for use of migration. It is using the 
load value to find a modified/different/new plan since the constraints to select a plan 
contain a capacity constraint which examiner interprets as a load constraint. 

With respect to claim 6, Borowsky further teaches the method of claim 1, 
wherein adapting the plan comprises: 

selecting at least one step from the following 
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"pruning at least one move that violates a migration constraint" as the set 

of constraints 114 contains the capacities of the data storage devices, the capacities of 
the data stores, the bandwidth, movement rate, and other limitations on the moves 
(Borowsky Col 4, Lines 51-53). Therefore these set of constraints are being used in 
the pruning of the moves. 

''selecting a largest set of moves that do not violates a migration 
constraint; and skipping a move that violates a migration constraint" as if a 
terminal move is possible, the program proceeds to the "constraints met?" decision 
block 138. The "constraints met?" decision block 138 receives the set of constraints 
1 14 to determine whether or not the constraints have been met. If they have not been 
met, the program returns to the "build plan" block 132. If the constraints have been met, 
the program proceeds to the "select terminal move" block 140 (Borowsky Col 5, Lines 
22-29). If the moves do not violate the migration constraints they are added to the plan 
and if they violate the constraints they are not added to that plan. 

With respect to claim 7, Borowsky further teaches "the method of claim 1, 
further comprising: treating a data chunk as existing in an old location and new 
location while a move is in progress" as the initial configuration system 22, the initial 
configuration has device 1 with store A and store B assigned to it, device 2 with store C 
and store D assigned to it, and device 3 with store E assigned to it. 
In the goal configuration system 26, the goal configuration has device 1 with store A, 
store D, and store E assigned to it, device 2 with store C and store B assigned to it, and 
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device 3 with no data block assigned to it (Borowsky Col 3, Lines 40-48). Therefore 
when a move is in progress it treats the initial and goal configuration, both having the 
data chunk E since they use memory in old and new locations. 

With respect to claim 8, Borowsky further teaches "the method of claim 1, 
further comprising: pruning moves that violate an access rule when a move is in 
progress, wherein the pruned moves are not selected for inclusion in the plan" as 

there are different blocks of data in the storage system. The access patterns to these 
blocks of data changes over time. Further, devices may fail or be added or subtracted. 
Thus, the ultimate goal is a data storage system which is not only able to automatically 
configure itself, but to reconfigure itself 'on-the-fly'; i.e. move stored data around based 
on changing access patterns (Borowsky Col 1 Lines 65-67, Col 2 Lines 1-4). The 
reference is pruning the moves that are violating the access rules since they are 
changed and then the reference is reconfiguring these moves based on the changed 
access patterns/rules. The pruned moved are not included unless they are changed 
and reconfigured. 

With respect to claim 9, Borowsky further teaches "the method of claim 7, 
wherein the step of treating the data chunk comprises: considering the data 
chunk as decreasing a per-node free space information at both the old location 
and the new location when a move is in progress" as the present invention further 
provides a computer data storage system with a migration plan generator which 
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includes a "Greedy" migration planner which uses a "contention" metric. The 
"contention" of a data storage device is defined as the total size of the data stores that 
need to move onto such data storage device, divided by the amount of free space on 
such data storage device. The contention of the entire system is the sum of the 
contention over all the data storage devices. The migration plan generator develops a 
plan that leads to the lowest contention for the system (Borowsky Col 2, Lines 27-36). 
The free space is decreasing since plan generator s trying for develop a plan, which 
leads to lowest contention in order to use the least space required. 

With respect to claim 1 0, Borowsky further teaches a method for performing 
adaptive migration and execution, the method comprising: 

"obtaining a plan" as the migration plan generator develops a plan that leads to i 
the lowest contention for the system (Borowsky Col 2, Lines 35-36). The reference 
teaches that the plan is being developed for migration, "created by a planner 
executable in a computer" as the present invention provides a computer data storage 
system with a migration plan generator which includes a "Simple" migration planner 
which provides for making terminal moves until no further terminal moves are possible 
based on random, preset, or functional ordering (Borowsky Col 2, Lines 15-20). 

"determining all valid moves in the plan" as if there is a data storage device 
that has terminal moves going into it but none going out, then all these terminal moves 
will be valid, since the data storage device can clearly accommodate all the data stores 
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in the goal configuration (Borowsky Col 8, Lines 17-21). The reference is determining 
the valid moves that the data storage device can handle. 

"executing a valid move" as the data stores are moved, or migrated, among 
the storage devices under the direction of a control 28 (Borowsky Col 3, Lines 49-51). 
"if at least one additional move is required" as if there is a data storage device that 
has terminal moves going into it but none going out, then all these terminal moves will 
be valid, since the data storage device can clearly accommodate all the data stores in 
the goal configuration (Borowsky Col 8, Lines 17-21). The reference is determining the 
valid moves that the data storage device can handle and it would have additional moves 
after starting the first move. 

Borowsky teaches the elements of claim 10 as noted above but does not 
explicitly teach the steps of "feeding back information relating to the to the planner; 
and modifying the plan by the planner in response to the Information." 

However, Kennedy discloses "feeding back information relating to the to the 
planner and modifying the plan by the planner based on the information" as 
(figure 1 and figure 2). In these figures problems are being identified with the initial plan 
and the plan is being modified. If these are more problems with the adjusted plan it is 
being fed back to resolve additional problems. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the teaching of the cited references because 
Kennedy's teaching would have allowed Borowsky to provide a strategy driven 
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planning system that substantially reduce or eliminate problems and to automate 
resolution of infeasibilities and progress towards an optimal plan. 

With respect to claim 11, Borowsky further teaches "the method of claim 10, 
further comprising: determining if an executor is available, wherein executing the 
valid more is performed by the available executor" as after a program has 
processed the possible moves, the then current configuration is compared with the goal 
configuration in the "goal configuration met?" decision block 172. If the goal 
configuration has not been met, the program proceeds back to the "select plan" block 
152 and, if it has it, exits as the migration plan 120 (Borowsky Col 5, Lines 59-64), The 
reference teaches that the program processes/executes all the possible moves and the 
executor has to be available to execute the moves. 

Claim 12 is same as claim 2 and is rejected for the same reasons as applied 
hereinabove. 

Claim 13 is same as claim 3 and is rejected for the same reasons as applied 
hereinabove. 

With respect to claim 14, Borowsky further teaches an article of manufacture, 
comprising: a machine-readable medium having stored thereon instructions to: 
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"obtain a plan" as the migration plan generator develops a plan that leads to the 
lowest contention for the system (Borowsky Col 2, Lines 35-36). The reference 
teaches that the plan is being developed for migration. 

"adapt the plan to satisfy migration constraints" as the migration plan 
generator 100, the initial configuration data 110, the goal configuration data 112, and 
the set of constraints 114 are provided to a migration planner 116. The migration 
planner 116 either fails to develop a migration plan and exits to "fail" block 1 18 or 
produces a viable migration plan 120 (Borowsky Col 5, Lines 6-11). The plan being 
produced by the migration plan generator is only developed/adopted when the set of 
constraints provided to the planner are satisfied. 

"execute at least one move of a data chunk in the plan and executing 
another move" as the data stores are moved, or migrated, among the storage devices 
under the direction of a control 28 (Borowsky Col 4, Lines 49-51). 

"configuration information regarding in-progress execution of the at least 
one move" as after a program has processed the possible moves, the then current 
configuration is compared with the goal configuration in the "goal configuration met?" 
decision block 172. If the goal configuration has not been met, the program proceeds 
back to the "select plan" block 152 and, if it has it, exits as the migration plan 120 
(Borowsky Col 5, Lines 59-64). 

Borowsky teaches the elements of claim 14 as noted above but does not 
explicitly teach the steps of "modifying the plan based on feedback information" 
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However, Kennedy discloses, "modifying the plan based on feedback 
information" as (figure 1 and figure 2). In these figures problems are being identified 
with the initial plan and the plan is being modified. If these are more problems with the 
adjusted plan it is being fed back to resolve additional problems. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the teaching of the cited references because 
Kennedy's teaching would have allowed Borowsky to provide a strategy driven 
planning system that substantially reduce or eliminate problems and to automate 
resolution of infeasibilities and progress towards an optimal plan. 

With respect to claim 15, Borowsky further teaches an apparatus for adaptive 
migration, the apparatus comprising: 

"a planner configured to generate a migration plan based upon 
configuration information" as the present invention provides a computer data storage 
system with a migration plan generator which includes a "Simple" migration planner 
which provides for making terminal moves until no further terminal moves are possible 
based on random, preset, or functional ordering (Borowsky Col 2, Lines 15-20). Fig 1 
provides an overview of the invention and its migration from an initial configuration to a 
goal configuration (Borowsky Col 2, Lines 65-67). There is migration planner, which 
provides migration plan for making the moves. These moves are based on 
configuration information since initial configuration is being changed to final 
configuration. 
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"an adapter configured to receive the plan from the planner, to receive 
migration constraints information, target configuration information and current 
configuration information, and to transmit configuration information to the 
planner" as in the migration planner 1 16B of FIG. 6, the program begins at "start" block 
150 and moves to select a plan in "select plan" block 152. The "select plan" block 
receives the initial configuration data 110, the goal configuration data 112, and the set 
of constraints 1 14 (Borowsky Col 8, Lines 36-40). The planner is receiving all the 
information about the initial/current configuration, goal/target configurations and the set 
of constraints. 

"at least one executor configured to execute a move in the plan" as the plan 
might have to be executed in one hour. With a very slow data storage device, like a 
tape drive, and a large data store that needs to be moved, it might not be feasible to 
move the data store onto and off the tape drive because that may take more time than 
the hour set for completing the plan (Borowsky Col 5 Lines 1-5). Therefore the 
reference includes an executor, which executes a plan for moving data, "wherein the 
configuration information relates to execution of the moves" as after a program 
has processed the possible moves, the then current configuration is compared with the 
goal configuration in the "goal configuration met?" decision block 172. If the goal 
configuration has not been met, the program proceeds back to the "select plan" block 
152 and, if it has it, exits as the migration plan 120 (Borowsky Col 5, Lines 59-64). 



Claim 16 (Cancelled). 



Application/Control Number: 10/600,601 
Art Unit: 2166 



Page 15 



Claim 17, 18, and 19 are essentially the same as claim 5 except they set forth 
the claimed invention as an apparatus and are rejected for the same reasons as applied 
hereinabove. 

With respect to claim 20, Borowsky further teaches "the apparatus of claim 
15, wherein the adapter iteratively obtains plans from the planner until no moves 
are pending" as after a program has processed the possible moves, the then current 
configuration is compared with the goal configuration in the "goal configuration met?" 
decision block 172. If the goal configuration has not been met, the program proceeds 
back to the "select plan" block 152 and, if it has it, exits as the migration plan 120 
(Borowsky Col 5, Lines 59-64). The reference keeps on selecting a different plan until 
the configuration/(moves) have been met. 

The present invention further provides a computer data storage system with a migration 
plan generator which includes a "Meta" migration planner which shifts from one planner 
to another based on the planner's performance (Borowsky Col 2, Lines 55-68). 



Claim 21 is essentially the same as claim 3 except it sets forth the claimed 
invention as an apparatus and is rejected for the same reasons as applied hereinabove. 

Claim 22 is essentially the same as claim 4 except it sets forth the claimed 
invention as an apparatus and is rejected for the same reasons as applied hereinabove. 
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Claim 23 (Cancelled). 

Claim 24 is essentially the same as claim 6 except it sets forth the claimed 
invention as an apparatus and is rejected for the same reasons as applied hereinabove. 

Claim 25 is essentially the same as claim 7 except it sets forth the claimed 
invention as an apparatus and is rejected for the same reasons as applied hereinabove. 

Claim 26 is essentially the same as claim 8 except it sets forth the claimed 
invention as an apparatus and is rejected for the same reasons as applied hereinabove. 

Claim 27 is essentially the same as claim 9 except it sets forth the claimed 
invention as an apparatus and is rejected for the same reasons as applied hereinabove. 

Claim 28 (Cancelled). 

With respect to claim 29, Borowsky teaches the method of claim 1, further 
comprising: 

"executing at least a second move of a data chunk" as after a program has 
processed the possible moves, the then current configuration is compared with the goal 
configuration in the "goal configuration met?" decision block 172. If the goal 
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configuration has not been met, the program proceeds back to the "select plan" block 
152 and, if it has it, exits as the migration plan 120 (Borowsky Col 5, Lines 59-64). 
The present invention further provides a computer data storage system with a migration 
plan generator which includes a "Meta" migration planner which shifts from one planner 
to another based on the planner's performance (Borowsky Col 2, Lines 55-68). 

"the execution of the at least second move to the planner" as after a 
program has processed the possible moves, the then current configuration is compared 
with the goal configuration in the "goal configuration met?" decision block 172. If the 
goal configuration has not been met, the program proceeds back to the "select plan" 
block 152 and, if it has it, exits as the migration plan 120 (Borowsky Col 5, Lines 59- 
64). The present invention further provides a computer data storage system with a 
migration plan generator which includes a "Meta" migration planner which shifts from 
one planner to another based on the planner's performance (Borowsky Col 2, Lines 55- 
68). 

"the information relating to the execution of the at least second move" as 

after a program has processed the possible moves, the then current configuration is 
compared with the goal configuration in the "goal configuration met?" decision block 
172. If the goal configuration has not been met, the program proceeds back to the 
"select plan" block 152 and, if it has it, exits as the migration plan 120 (Borowsky Col 5, 
Lines 59-64). The present invention further provides a computer data storage system 
with a migration plan generator which includes a "Meta" migration planner which shifts 
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from one planner to another based on the planner's performance (Borowsky Col 2, 
Lines 55-68). 

Borowsky teaches the elements of claim 29 as noted above but does not 
explicitly teach "the modified plan, feeding back information, and further modifying 
the plan." 

However, Kennedy discloses "the modified plan, feeding back information, 
and further modifying the plan" as (figure 1 and figure 2). In these figures problems 
are being identified with the initial plan and the plan is being modified. If these are more 
problems with the adjusted plan it is being fed back to resolve additional problems. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the teaching of the cited references because 
Kennedy's teaching would have allowed Borowsky to provide a strategy driven 
planning system that substantially reduce or eliminate problems and to automate 
resolution of infeasibilities and progress towards an optimal plan. 

With respect to claim 30, Borowsky teaches the method of claim 1, wherein 
execution of the at least one move is performed by an executor, the method 
further comprising: 

"waiting for the executor to complete the at least one move 
determining whether another move is to be executed" as the data stores are 
moved, or migrated, among the storage devices under the direction of a control 28 
(Borowsky Col 3, Lines 49-51). After a program has processed the possible moves, 
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the then current configuration is compared with the goal configuration in the "goal 
configuration met?" decision block 172. If the goal configuration has not been met, the 
program proceeds back to the "select plan" block 152 and, if it has it, exits as the 
migration plan 120 (Borowsky Col 5, Lines 59-64). The present invention further 
provides a computer data storage system with a migration plan generator which 
includes a "Meta" migration planner which shifts from one planner to another based on 
the planner's performance (Borowsky Col 2, Lines 55-68). These lines teach that all 
the possible/determined move are being performed, 

Borowsky teaches the elements of claim 30 as noted above but does not 
explicitly teach "the modified plan" 

However, Kennedy discloses "the modified plan" as (figure 1 and figure 2). In 
these figures problems are being identified with the initial plan and the plan is being 
modified. If these are more problems with the adjusted plan it is being fed back to 
resolve additional problems. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the teaching of the cited references because 
Kennedy's teaching would have allowed Borowsky to provide a strategy driven 
planning system that substantially reduce or eliminate problems and to automate 
resolution of infeasibilities and progress towards an optimal plan. 
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Claim 32 is essentially the same as claim 30 except it sets forth the claimed 
invention as an article of manufacture and is rejected for the same reasons as applied 
hereinabove. 

With respect to claim 31 , Borowsky teaches the method of claim 1, further 
comprising: 

"tracking the information relating to the execution of the at least one move 
by an adapter that also adapts the plan to satisfy migration constraints" as the 

data stores are moved, or migrated, among the storage devices under the direction of a 
control 28 (Borowsky Col 3, Lines 49-51). After a program has processed the possible 
moves, the then current configuration is compared with the goal configuration in the 
"goal configuration met?" decision block 172. If the goal configuration has not been 
met, the program proceeds back to the "select plan" block 152 and, if it has it, exits as 
the migration plan 120 (Borowsky Col 5, Lines 59-64). The present invention further 
provides a computer data storage system with a migration plan generator which 
includes a "Meta" migration planner which shifts from one planner to another based on 
the planner's performance (Borowsky Col 2, Lines 55-68). 
The migration planner 1 16B of FIG. 6, the program begins at "start" block 150 and 
moves to select a plan in "select plan" block 152. The "select plan" block receives the 
initial configuration data 110, the goal configuration data 112. and the set of constraints 
1 14 (Borowsky Col 8, Lines 36-40). 
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Borowsky teaches the elements of claim 31 as noted above but does not 
explicitly teach, ''feeding back the information." 

However, Kennedy discloses, "feeding back the information" as (figure 1 and 
figure 2). In these figures problems are being identified with the initial plan and the plan 
is being modified. If these are more problems with the adjusted plan it is being fed back 
to resolve additional problems. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to combine the teaching of the cited references because Kennedy's 
teaching would have allowed Borowsky to provide a strategy driven planning system 
that substantially reduce or eliminate problems and to automate resolution of 
infeasibilities and .progress towards an optimal plan. 

With respect to claim 33, Borowsky teaches the article of claim 14, wherein 
the machine-readable medium further contains instructions to: 

"estimate load information associated with the plan" as the load placed by 
the move on the system should be minimized (in terms of data stores moved, time taken 
(parallel or sequential), bandwidth used, or similar metric) (Borowsky Col 6, Lines 24- 
27). 

"wherein modifying the plan is further based on the estimated load 
information" as the load placed by the move on the system should be minimized (in 
terms of data stores moved, time taken (parallel or sequential), bandwidth used, or 
similar metric) (Borowsky Col 6, Lines 24-27). An alternative migration plan would 
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have been to move the store B from device 1 to the device 3 and move the store D from 
the device 2 to the device 1 (Borowsky Col 6, Lines 58-61). Figure 6 also have all the 
other different/modified/new plans that can be selected for use of migration. It is using 
the load value to find a modified/different/new plan since the constraints to select a plan 
contain a capacity constraint which examiner interprets as a load constraint. 

Borowsky teaches the elements of claim 33 as noted above but does not 
explicitly teach, "modifying the plan." 

However, Kennedy discloses, "modifying the plan" as (figure 1 and figure 2). 
In these figures problems are being identified with the initial plan and the plan is being 
modified. If these are more problems with the adjusted plan it is being fed back to 
resolve additional problems. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the teaching of the cited references because 
Kennedy's teaching would have allowed Borowsky to provide a strategy driven 
planning system that substantially reduce or eliminate problems and to automate 
resolution of infeasibilities and progress towards an optimal plan. 

Claim 34 is essentially the same as claims 31 and 20 and is rejected for the 
same reason as applied hereinabove. 



Response to Arguments 
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6. Applicant's arguments with respect to claim 1 have been considered but are moot 
in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Regarding claim 1 applicant argues that Borowsky does not teaches "feeding 
back information relating to the to the planner; and modifying the plan by the 
planner in response to the information." 

In this argument applicant relies on the amended claim and not the original one. 

In response to the preceding argument, Examiner respectfully submits that 
Kennedy teaches ''feeding back information relating to the to the planner and 
modifying the plan by the planner in response to the information" as (figure 1 and 
figure 2). In these figures problems are being identified with the initial plan and the plan 
is being modified. If these are more problems with the adjusted plan it is being fed back 
to resolve additional problems. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the teaching of the cited references because 
Kennedy's teaching would have allowed Borowsky to provide a strategy driven 
planning system that substantially reduce or eliminate problems and to automate 
resolution of infeasibilities and progress towards an optimal plan. 



Conclusion 
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7. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 

this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 

CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 



Contact Information 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Usmaan Saeed whose telephone number is (571)272- 
4046. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8-5. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Hosain Alam can be reached on (571)272-3978. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 



Application/Control Number: 10/600,601 



Page 25 



Art Unit: 2166 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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